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CIMOLESTIDAE MARSH, 1889 (MAMMALIA)
PROPOSEDSUPPRESSIONUNDERTHE PLENARYPOWERS

Z.N.(S.) 1630

By William Clemens {Museum of Natural History, University of Kansas
Lawrence), Malcolm C. McKenna {Department of Vertebrate Paleontology
American Museum of Natural History, New York), Donald E. Russell {Institut
de Paleontologie, Museum National d'Histoire Naturelle, Paris), Robert E Sloan
{Geology Department, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis) and Leigh Van
Valen {Department of Vertebrate Paleontology, American Museum of Natural

History, New York)

^o^
^^'"'•y CIMOLESTIDAE was established by Marsh (1889, Amer. J Sci

(3) 38 : 89) for the supposedly marsupial genus Cimolestes. Clemens (un-
published results) has discovered that the type-species of Cimolestes, C. incisus
is not a marsupial but a placental belonging to the family now known as the
PALAEORYCTIDAE.

2.Thelast useof a family-group name based on Cimolestes was by Hay in 1930
{Carnegie Inst. Wash. Pub. 390, 2 : 391). Then and previously it was believed
to apply only to marsupials, but even in this usage it has been superseded in the
literature by the subfamily pediomyniae of the family didelphidae.

3. The name palaeoryctidae dates from the use by Winge in 1917 {Saertrvk
Vidensk Meddel. Dansk Naturh. Foren. 68 : 161) of " Palaeoryctae "

at the
level of a tribe. McDowell combined the families palaeoryctidae and
deltatheridiidae in 1958 {Bull. Amer. Mus. nat. Hist. 115 • 117-214) retain
ing the former name. He has been followed in this usage by everyone doing
original research on this family since that date: McKenna (1960, Univ. California

y-.? -^fL^l : 1-130), McKenna, Robinson, and Taylor (1962, Amer. Mus.
Novitates 2102 : 1-33), and papers now in press or in preparation by RussellVan Valen, Sloan, Clemens, and McKenna.

4. The union of Cimolestes incisus and the palaeoryctidae differs in two
respects from the usual union of families:

(1) Only one species of the former family cimolestidae is being transferred
the others remaining in the didelphidae or being too poorly known
for familial allocation.

(2) The union causes no substantial change in the concept of the palaeoryc-
tidae. Cimolestes may actually be a senior synonym of one of the
genera currently referred to the palaeoryctidae.

5. For the reasons given in paragraphs 3 and 4, we request the Commission
(a) to use Its plenary powers to suppress the family-group name cimoles-

tidae Marsh, 1889, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for
those of the Law of Homonymy;

(b) to place the family-group name suppressed in (a) above on the Official
Index of rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology.
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